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the opportunities in other countries 

and in other cultures that would serve 

us well in achieving our mission suc-

cess and we must draw upon them. Our 

HUMINT has to look different as we go 

into the future. 
So we recognize and express grati-

tude to all of them, particularly Mike 

Spann and the others who lost their 

lives. We also recognize those who risk 

their lives every day for freedom in 

America and to root out terrorism 

wherever it exists. 
I want to commend especially, 

though, the staff of Permanent Select 

Committee on Intelligence led by Tim 

Sample on the Republican side. We do 

not really call it the Republican side. 

We really have a bipartisan approach 

to this. But he is the chief of staff for 

the Permanent Select Committee on 

Intelligence. I want to acknowledge the 

Democratic side staff: Mike Sheehy, 

Wyndee Parker, Beth Larson, Carolyn 

Bartholomew, Chris Healey for her 

good work on our issues, Kirk McCon-

nell, Bob Emmett, and Ilene Romack, 

who work so hard for us. 
I want to commend our chairman for 

his leadership. It was interesting to 

work with the Senate on this bill. So I 

commend the chairman, the new Demo-

cratic chairman, Senator GRAHAM, and 

Senator SHELBY for their cooperation 

as well. With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge 

our colleagues to support the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-

quests for time, and I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-

ers and I just wanted to finish this with 

some thoughts about how grateful I am 

and how privileged I am, indeed hon-

ored, to serve with such wonderful 

members. That is a select committee. 

And I mean it. We have heard today 

from the chairman and the ranking 

members of the four subcommittee we 

now have because we have so much 

business on the committee. But the 

others who did not speak, the gen-

tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-

LERT), the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 

LAHOOD), the gentleman from Cali-

fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), the gen-

tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA),

the gentleman from North Carolina 

(Mr. BURR), the gentleman from Min-

nesota (Mr. PETERSON), the gentleman 

from Texas (Mr. REYES), the gentleman 

from Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL), the gen-

tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS),

have all contributed mightily to this. 
It is obviously a wonderful select 

committee to have and be able to work 

with and we are backed up with the 

kind of staff that we have as the gen-

tlewoman from California (Ms. PELOSI)

has said, with Mike Sheehy and Tim 

Sample and Chris Barton, our top staff 

keeping us on the track. I think we are 

able to do our job well. And, of course, 

a big part of that is the gentlewoman 

from California (Ms. PELOSI), who has 
been outstanding with her time, her 
energy, her attention and her leader-
ship when she has one or two other 
things to do, I understand, in her port-
folio of responsibilities as well. 

It is a very good situation for us. I 
think the people of the United States 
of America sometimes wonder what the 
job of Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence is and need to be reassured 
that today we are talking about advo-
cacy for sure. That is part of our job. 
We need to make sure that our folks 
out there have the tools they need to 
do the job, to do national security. 

But the other side of our job is over-
sight. We do it very diligently and du-
tifully. And that is to make sure that 
all of these awesome capabilities are 
used in a way that is entirely lawful 
and within keeping of character of the 
goals and wishes and the standards of 
the people of the United States of 
America.

We do not have a 1–800 number to 
flash across the bottom of the screen to 
say if you have a problem. But we are 
there as your oversight committee, and 
if there are problems, we are respon-
sible for dealing with them. And I 
think we take that seriously, very seri-
ously indeed. 

Having said all of that, I think that 
we have with all of this wonderful good 
will, and responding to the tasks before 
us, come up with a good piece of legis-
lation which is urgently needed. I see 
my friend, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), sitting over there. 
A lot of us have taken credit and 
heaped praise back and forth on the 
work that has been done. A lot of the 
success we are enjoying today that you 
are seeing on CNN is coming from the 
hard work of the people who went be-
fore us on the oversight committees. 
And I take my hat off to those people 
because they too understood the need. 

I am very sorry this year my friend 
Julian Dixon is not with us to be able 
to see some of the results of some of 
his hard work, and I know I am joined 
on that from my colleagues on the 
other side. Fortunately, there are al-
ways people to come along to fill shoes, 
and the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI) has done that so well. 
Having said that, I urge adoption of 
this particular conference report. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of this conference report and com-
mend the conferees and the professional staff 
for their hard work. 

Specifically, I wanted to express my appre-
ciation for the inclusion of the language I of-
fered as an amendment that requires that the 
Central Intelligence Agency assume 100 per-
cent of the cost of personal liability insurance 
for certain CIA employees involved in counter- 
terrorism activities. 

Mr. Speaker, for 10 years I served with the 
Central Intelligence Agency. I spent five years 
overseas engaged in intelligence collection, 
counter-intelligence and, in some cases, 
counter-terrorism. 

The work was difficult and dangerous. This 
fact has been reaffirmed by the terrible death 
of CIA operations officer, Johnny Micheal 
Spann, who was the first American to die in 
combat in Afghanistan in the fight against ter-
rorism last week. But at no time did I doubt 
that my government would protect me from 
any personal liability if I encountered a lawsuit 
as a consequence of my professional duties. 

Today, I understand that CIA officers en-
gaged in counter-terrorism activities are vir-
tually required to have personal liability insur-
ance; but the CIA pays only half of the pre-
mium. What incentive does a CIA Case Officer 
have to do the job if he or she is subject to 
liability lawsuits? Why would they take any 
risks if the government were unwilling to cover 
the cost of liability? 

I understand that I served in a different time. 
But I did have the backing of my govern-
ment—100 percent. It is time to give this as-
surance back to our Case Officers, many of 
whom are on the front lines of the war on ter-
rorism. 

This is not an original idea. In fact, it was a 
recommendation of the Report of the National 
Commission on Terrorism, titled ‘‘Countering 
the Changing Threat of International Ter-
rorism’’ submitted to Congress in June of 
2000. 

The report states, ‘‘The risk of personal li-
ability arising from actions taken in an official 
capacity discourages law enforcement and in-
telligence personnel from taking bold actions 
to combat terrorism.’’ 

Following the tragic events of September 
11th, it is apparent that we must do better in 
our counter-terrorism effort. The least that we 
can do is guarantee that any CIA officer par-
ticipating in the war on terrorism will have the 
full backing of the federal government. They 
deserve no less. 

Passage of this conference report will pro-
vide this full backing. It also maintains the au-
thority of the Director of Central Intelligence to 
designate those CIA employees who qualify 
for this benefit. 

Again, I thank the Members and staff of the 
House and Senate Intelligence committees for 
their hard work on this legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues to support the conference re-
port. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I have no 

further requests for time, and I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

SIMPSON). Without objection, the pre-

vious question is ordered on the con-

ference report. 
There was no objection. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 

have 5 legislative days in which to re-

vise and extend their remarks on H.R. 

2883, the conference report just passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-

quest of the gentleman from Florida? 
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